In practice, American political leaders use the national grand strategy, be it primacy or something else, as a shorthand way of explaining the complex security environment to the public and its elected representatives, and as a very broad and pliable set of historically derived best practices and aspirations� No policy maker ever made a decision and no military leader ever crafted a theater strategy or operational plan because it was what the grand strategy demanded� As John Gaddis phrased it in On Grand Strategy (Penguin Random House, 2018) , grand strategy is simply "the alignment of potentially unlimited aspirations with necessarily limited capabilities" (p� 21)� It is a constantly shifting web of patterns and habits blending both aspirations and predilections, a creed, even a myth, and not something prescriptive, such as a legal code� Outright dissonance between its theory and its practice would be worrisome, but some level of incongruity is normal, even inevitable� While theorists of grand strategy talk of primacy, in reality the United States is focused more on maintaining the system it created rather than trying to dominate it� Thus the configuration of the U�S� military, which is derived from a practice of reasonably being prepared for low-probability/high-risk threats such as major war, while devoting most of its effort to system-maintenance missions, makes sense� Ultimately, Reich and Dombrowski's contention that the United States is at the end of grand strategy does not stand up if grand strategy is conceptualized as a set of if/then statements or rules of thumb, as a shorthand way of communicating and building consensus rather than official writ� Vantage, 1952) and Hell on Earth (original-language publication, 1932)� The former recounts experiences of a Jewish soldier on the eastern front, while the latter, the translation of which is the subject of this Review, Vol. 72 [2019], No. 2, Art. 12 https://digital-commons.usnwc.edu/nwc-review/vol72/iss2/12 frequently throughout the book is the almost prophetic foreshadowing of the experience of millions of people of the Holocaust-pointless cruelty, medical experiments, starvation, disease, louse infestation� Although this deprivation was not true of all Russian prison camps during the war, it was of Hameiri's� The book is important as war literature and as prisoner-of-war literature and deserves a wide reading� The writing is graphic and the horrors of war are presented in a manner that few will forget� Hell on Earth is a vivid reminder that the tragedy of war never should be forgotten or minimized� It is a book to read and on which to reflect� Those who do so will not be disappointed� When the insurgencies in Iraq and Afghanistan began, U�S� leaders studying past counterinsurgencies had relatively few scholarly works to consult� Then, as the focus on international human rights law grew, so too did the number of books that exposed contentious wartime policies and methods� Brian Drohan's book is a valuable resource for lawyers, planners, and policy writers studying the history of human rights and its effect on counterinsurgency warfare� Brutality in an Age of Human Rights unequivocally dispels the myth that the British were anything but brutal in their counterinsurgency methods while maintaining a public façade of rule of law adherence during the Cyprus emergency , the Aden emergency in Yemen (1963-67) , and the Northern Ireland Troubles (during the 1970s)� Drohan, a U�S� Army officer, West Point history professor, and historian of modern Britain, expanded his University of North Carolina-Chapel Hill dissertation into this scholarly work that includes 847 endnotes and a detailed bibliography documenting the author's extensive research� Drohan uncovers what others largely have ignored: the role of human rights activists in shaping wartime policies and practices� Backed by colonial-era records, Drohan persuasively argues that lawyers, local and international societies, and political groups actively challenged British civilian and military leaders-shaping the strategic debates on human rights that affected operational-and tactical-level counterinsurgency methods� Relying on documented incidents, Drohan exposes Britain's harsh tactics and counters the British narrative that mythologized its image of colonial rule through minimal force�
